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To, KAQuinn 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy!? ' .?I Tc I \ '  1 I ,*:1-~:: c - ) ,  ,I-I, !). '1 . . . ,,, " > ,  , ,  
Federal Communications Commission 
145 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

,. 
Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital teievlslon As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy ~ o u l d  be bad for innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market €or consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ahility to innovate for their customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can rreate This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funct i o n a h t y  

I€ the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television Thank you €or your time. 

S I  n r e r e l y ,  

Dennis Baker 
7 9 3 4  N 9 9 0  E 

I would actually be less likely to make an 
I will not pay more for devices 
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